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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the applicants Amendment filed on April 1 , 2004, 
(Paper No. 10). Claims 2,1 1,14,15, and 19 have been amended; claims 1, and 18 have been 
cancelled, and claim 30 and 31 has been added. Claims 2-17, and 19-31 are presented for further 
consideration and examination 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants' arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicants argued that Perrone et al. U.S. Patent 6,157,705 does not teach or suggest of 

identifying a corresponding messaging operation and a corresponding operand from the audio 
file. Based on the claim language, the corresponding operand does not limit to a reference to a 
folder or a reference e-mail. Instead the specification from l^^ paragraph page 1 1 define the 
corresponding operand as either a reference to a folder, or a reference to an e-mail, or etc. 
Therefore, the examiner takes the position that the corresponding operand is a reference to a 
web page (col. 14, lines 58-65), wherein identifying a corresponding messaging operation (eg. 
speech recognition) and a corresponding operand (eg. associate web page) from the audio file 
(eg. speech file). 

Furthermore applicant stated that claim 28 as inconsistent rejection with respect to claim 
6. Examiner disagrees with the applicant with respect to claim 6 applicant discloses a method 
for the step of identifying the corresponding messaging operation, which includes identifying a 
messaging folder. And with respect to claim 28, applicant discloses a method for generating a 
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first file, that specifies a messaging operation for a prescribed folder. . . Both the method of 
claim 6 and claim 28 are distinct; therefore, the rejection is consistent. 

3. Claim 3-10,12-13,15-17,20-27, and 29-31 is rejected at least by virtual of their 
dependency on independent and by other reasons set forth in the previous office action [see 
Paper No. 9]. 

4. According, rejections for claims 2-17, and 19-3 1 are presented as below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fiilfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre- AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

6. Claims 2-3,5,1 1-17,19-20,22, and 28-29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Perrone et al. U.S. Patent 6,157,705. 
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7. Referring to claims 2, and 19, Perrone reference discloses receiving, from a browser 
configured for dynamic control of audio operations, an HTTP request having an audio file that 
stores received voice signals specifying a messaging operation (col. 14, lines 35-38); identifying 
the messaging operation in the application server by interpreting the audio file (col. 14, lines 53- 
56) i and outputting a function call specifying the messaging operation to the messaging server 
according to IP protocol (col. 14, hnes 56-65), wherein the step of interpreting the audio file 
includes: executing a speech recognition process based on a voice command identifier specified 
in the HTTP request (Speech Recognizer, (Figures IB, and 2B; and col. 14, lines 56-63)), and 
identifying by the speech recognition process the corresponding messaging operation (eg. speech 
recognition) and a corresponding operand (eg. associate web page) from the audio file (eg. 
speech file) (Figure 2B; and col. 14, lines 56-63). \ 

8. Referring to claims 3, and 20, Perrone reference discloses the outputting step includes 
selecting the function call based on the identified messaging operation, and supplying with the 
function call the corresponding operand (transmit the web page to the browser 24, Figure 2B; 
col. 14, lines 56-63). 

9. Referring to claims 5, and 22, Perrone reference discloses receiving from the messaging 
server a response to the function call that specifies a stored message, and sending an HTML page 
to the browser for playback of a second audio file representing the stored message (Figure 4, 
Transmit response over voice communication channel 416; and col. 16, lines 46 through col. 17, 
lines 2). 

10. Referring to claims 11, and 14, Perrone reference discloses an HTTP interface configured 
for receiving an HTTP request from a browser configured for dynamic control of audio 
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operations, the HTTP request having an audio file that stores voice signals received by the 
browser from a user input device and specifying a messaging operation (col. 14, lines 35-38); 
and an executable application runtime environment configured for generating for the browser an 
HTML page having media content information and associated media control information in 
response to the HTTP request, the executable application runtime environment configured for 
outputting a selected function call specifying the messaging operation to the messaging server 
according to a prescribed messaging protocol (Figures IB, 2B, and 4; col. 14, lines 39-65; and 
col. 16, lines 32 through col. 17, 1^^ paragraph). 

1 1 . Referring to claims 12, and 15, Perrone reference discloses a speech recognition process 
configured for identifying the messaging operation from the audio file, and a text-to-speech 
process configured for converting text-based messages received from the messaging server to a 
second audio file to be sent in the HTML page for playback by the browser to the user of the user 
input device (Figure 4; and col. 16, Hnes 32 through col. 17, paragraph). 

12. Referring to claims 13,16, and 17, Perrone reference discloses the executable application 
runtime environment executes the speech recognition process based on a voice command 
identifier parsed based on a determined application state of the user (col. 14, Hnes 49-65; and col 
16, lines 32-45). 

13. Referring to claim 28, Perrone reference discloses generating a first file, that specifies a 
messaging operation for a prescribed folder in a messaging server, based on voice signals 
received from a user and that specify the messaging operation for the prescribed folder, sending 
an HTTP request including the first file to an application server (col. 14, lines 35-38); receiving 
an HTML page from the application server including a second file having an indication whether 
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the messaging operation for the prescribed folder was executed by the messaging server, and 
generating audio signals for the user, based on the second file, to provide the indication to the 
user (col. 14, hnes 56-65; and col. 16, lines 32 through col. 17, 1^^ paragraph). 

14. Referring to claim 29, Perrone reference discloses generating the first file in an audio file 
format (col. 13, hnes 48-58). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 4, and 21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perrone in 

view of applicant admitted prior art. 

Perrone reference discloses the outputting step includes selecting the function call based 
on the identified messaging operation, and supplying with the function call the corresponding 
operand; however, Perrone reference fails to teach the outputting step includes outputting the 
function call according to IMAP protocol. 

Applicant admitted prior art discloses the outputting step includes outputting the function 
call according to IMAP protocol (page 2, lines 8-1 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to incorporate admitted prior art teaching into Perrone' s method to use the 
IMAP protocol to carry out the function call, because IMAP protocol permits a user (client) to 
retrieve messages from a desktop computer. 
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17. Claims 6,8,23, and 25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perrone in view of Uppaluru U.S. Patent 5,915,001. 

Referring to claims 6,8,23, and 25, Perrone reference discloses receiving from the 
messaging server a response to the function call that specifies a stored message, and sending an 
HTML page to the browser for playback of a second audio file representing the stored message; 
however, Perrone fails the step of identifying the corresponding messaging operation and the 
corresponding operand includes identifying a messaging folder specified by the operand, and the 
step of outputting the function call includes specifying the message folder within the operand 
with the corresponding function call. 

Uppaluru reference disclose identifying the corresponding messaging operation and the 
corresponding operand includes identifying a messaging folder specified by the operand, and the 
step of outputting the function call includes specifying the message folder within the operand 
with the corresponding function call (Figures 6, and 7, Uppaluru' s invention teaches the user of 
voice to access a homepage, and invoke service by inputs voice commands such as access to 
mail box folder (figures 3-5), the mailbox service enables a subscriber to access electronic mail 
messages are played for the subscriber using text to speech conversion and a speech synthesizer 
col. 11, lines 63-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to incorporate Uppaluru' s teaching into Perrone' s method to identify a 
messaging folder specified by the operand, because it will provide a quicker way to retrieve 
suitable information that enhances his/her navigation and access of the information stored in the 
voice web using voice command. 
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18. Claims 7,9,10,24,26,27,30, and 31 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-5315. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon -Thu ( 7AM-4:30PM ) and off every other 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Phuoc H. Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
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